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THE FORE-COUET OF WOMEN AND THE 

BRASS GATE IN THE TEMPLE OF 

JERUSALEM. 

There are three entirely independent narratives regard- 
ing King Herod's temple, its plan, and the way that its 
single buildings were located and arranged. Two of them 
we find in Josephus (Belluon, V, 5, 1-6, and Antiquit., XV, 
II, ^-^) and the third in the Mishna Middoth. To these 
may be added a few supplementary, if casual observations, 
which are made in the same sources. The description 
given in Antiquit., XV, 11, and linked with the history of 
Herod, treats in a somewhat concise form of the course 
of the structure itself, but it relates, rather emphatically 
and in full details, the expenditure of labour and money 
necessitated by the difficulties which were met with both 
in levelling and enlarging the surface of the hill on which 
the temple stood, and in erecting the porches which sur- 
rounded the sanctuary ; the single parts of the temple are 
only mentioned by the way. In order to realize the value 
of this important description we must enter at once upon 
its sources and composition. We know that the fifteenth 
book of the Antiquitates, as well as the whole history 
of Herod, refer in both works of Josephus to Nicolaus of 
Damascus^. The corresponding account in Bellum, I, 21, i, 
contains, on the whole, the following information in but 
three lines : " Herod built the temple anew and enlarged 
the space around it, so that it was twice as large as 

' See Destinon, Die QueUen des Josephus, pp. 102 ff. ; Wachsmuth, Einleitung 
in das Studium der aiten Cfeschichte, p. 445 ; BUchler, J. Q. B., IX, 328. 
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before ; the expenditure was immense and its splendour 
unsurpassed, as is witnessed by the large porches around 
the sanctuary, . . . which he built from the very founda- 
tion." The infonnation, contained herein, agrees with the 
detailed account of the Antiquitates, and the few facts 
given prove that both narratives are derived from a common 
source^. A comparison of both, however, raises the sus- 
picion that the remaining explanations in the description 
of the Antiquitates, especially those referring to the works 
of King Solomon in XV, 11, 3, and to the vestment of the 
high-priest in XV, 11, 4, which are not even mentioned 
in Bellum, are not taken from Nicolaus of Damascus, but 
that they belong to another, viz. a Jewish source. That they 
are indeed foreign parts of the story is evident from the 
use of the first person of the verb in the otherwise imper- 
sonal description ^ ; further from the fact that events are 
spoken of which happened in the year 44^ under the 
Emperor Claudius, and in 66 under Nero*, many years 
after the death of Nicolaus, and also from the remark at 
the conclusion, rama fxev oiv vtto tov iidOovs t&v <TV/;ij8e/3rj- 
KOTcor, it appears that that part which refers to the vest- 
ment of the high-priest must have been interpolated. 

If a characteristic distinguishing quality is once detected 
in the foreign parts, it will not be difficult to thoroughly 
separate them ; we are aided in this by an important 
observation. A careful examination of the whole section 
in Antiquit., XV, 11, shows that the northern site of the 
mount of the temple is described in a single sentence (11,4), 
the west site in a few lines (11, 5), and the south site with 
its magnificent porches is there given as the fourth, in 
a full and especially detailed account (11, 4). We miss, 
however, the description of the east site, which must have 

' Cf. Schiirer, GescMchte, I, 301, n. 12. 

* In XV, II, § 391 (ed. Niese\ the reading is "We resolved to raise the 
walls of the temple in Nero's time;" § 398, "Our first King Solomon;" 
and in 11, 5, "Through which door, when we are clean," &c. 

» Antiquit., XVIII, 4, 3 ; XX, I, i, 2. * Wars, Y, i, 5. 
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been, undoubtedly, mentioned in the first place in n, 3, 
as is evident from the order in which the sites are named. 
And, indeed, we find at the end of this paragraph the 
information kuto, ixkv k<^av pa^iv ia-OjxrjKr] tw retxet aroav ^x"!' 
hmXriv, ev fiia^ rod vew rervxrjKOTOs a<l>opSKTav els ras 6vpas 
aiiTov. But in the immediately preceding sentence the 
building of Solomon is described, and there is nothing in it 
which points to the works of King Herod, for he is not 
mentioned till several lines below. We can, therefore, 
hardly look for the missing part of the description of 
Nicolaus in the sentence we have quoted above. And 
there is another circumstance which most decidedly con- 
troverts the opinion, that it may belong to Nicolaus. The 
description of the north, west, and south deals exclusively 
with the walls at the border of the mount of the temple 
and with the porches connected with them ; the east site 
of the temple mount is therefore omitted, while Josephus 
speaks here of the porch opposite the temple house. Now 
it is true that Nicolaus also discourses in XV, 11, 3, on the 
paos, the temple house, its walls, doors, and decorations, 
part by part, and he, too, mentions (§ 396) TiepuKaix^aviv 
fie KoX erroats ixeyicrrMs rdv vaov airavra irpbs t^i' avakoyiav 
kiti.rr]hev(i>v koi ras haitavas t&v ispiv virep^aWonevos, a>s ovk 
akkos Tis boKH k-niKeKO(Tfxr]Kivai tov vaov, that Herod sur- 
rounded the temple house with most magnificent porches. 
But Nicolaus speaks clearly of porches, which adorned 
the sanctuary on all four sides, while in the sentence of 
Josephus quoted above but a single porch on the east site 
of the sanctuary is mentioned. This sentence can, there- 
fore, not have been taken from Nicolaus. Moreover, we« 
are informed in Antiquit., XX, 9, 7, and Bellum, V, 5, i, 
that King Solomon erected a porch on one, viz. the 
eastern site of the sanctuary. And because of this analo- 
gous statement we may designate the information of 
Josephus about the single porch expressly placed by him 
in the east, as belonging to the building of Solomon, and, 
therefore, as a component part of the Jewish source. But, 
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on the other hand, Nicolaus has spoken in Antiquit., XV, 
II, 3, of the porches of the sanctuary as well as of that 
on the east of the mount of the temple. The sentence 
which we miss must, therefore, have been placed im- 
mediately after the description of the magnificent porches 
around the vaos, which appears to be quite complete. 
Immediately after it we find, however, the words a^^to 
8' ^aav ixera rod rdxovs, and a short account of the wall 
erected under great difficulties without the two things, to 
which aixcpoi refers, being named. It seems — and this is 
also the interpretation of the Latin translator in the 
words, "porticus autem duae maximis parietibus fulcie- 
bantur" — as if the porch on the eastern site had been 
spoken of before, after the porches which surrounded the 
temple house had been expressly enumerated. Herewith 
the eastern site was described. This was followed in 
Nicolaus by the description of the noithern site, such as 
we still find it with corresponding brevity in Antiquit, 
XV, 11,4. Josephus, however, interpolated between both 
his account of the buildings of Solomon, and thus put out 
of place the brief statement of Nicolaus about the east 
side of the temple mount ^. 

The second account of the sanctuary in Belluni, V, 5, 1-6, 
belongs to Josephus, and contains a detailed description of 
the whole temple mount as it looked at the time of the 
author, and was known to him from personal observation. 
And the Mishna Middoth, which is our third source, 
describes also the whole sanctuary, as it appeared in the last 
decades before the destruction ^, 

It may be taken for granted that within the period 
intervening between the consecration of the temple under 

' The colonnade built by Solomon is also mentioned by Eupolemos (in 
Eusebius, Prep. Evang., IX, 34, 450 d), but he locates it in the north of the 
temple. Cf. Preudenthal, HeUenistische Studien, II, p. 118. The source of 
Josephus for his account of Solomon's temple is still unknown ; it is 
perhaps Hellenistic. 

^ Cf. my article in the Chwolson Juhelschrifi, ch. i. 
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Herod in the year 13-11 B.C. and the year 67, when the 
struggle in Judaea began, many an alteration, however 
slight, took place, and that more especially many a structure 
was added to the sanctuary. This fact is expressly estab- 
lished in Josephus. For in Antiquit, XX, 9, 7, he states 
that the temple, though consecrated by King Herod, 
was not finished before about 64 under Agrippa H. It 
follows that many buildings must have been added and 
completed in the meantime. That these were not, at least 
in the last mentioned year of the building, insignificant 
improvements and unimportant alterations is evident from 
the statement of Josephus, which may be exaggerated but 
is still remarkable, that 18,000 workmen were out of 
employment when the sanctuary was completed. We must, 
of course, not expect the meagre account of our sources 
to contain detailed information about all the things and 
works which were done between the years 11 b. c. and 
6y post Christum. But the more valuable must be the 
indirect explanations, though they insert but one or two 
links into the broken chain of the tradition of the temple 
structure, for they afford at the same time a contribution to 
Jewish history. We shall deal here with the (in themselves) 
meagre accounts of the so-called fore-court of women and 
the brass gate of the temple. But, nevertheless, they 
happen to be relatively more copious and fertile than the 
statements about other pax'ts of the sanctuary, and they 
also give us an insight into the inner conditions of the 
Palestinian Judaism within the last decades of the existence 
of the temple. 

I. THE FOKE-COURT OF WOMEN. 

(a) Its Position. 

It is a generally accepted opinion — and we find it stated 
in every book which deals with this subject — that the fore- 
coui-t of women was within the wall, which surrounded 
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the temple and its side buildings, and that it was separated 
from the adjoining fore-court of laymen by a partition. 
This view is almost exclusively based on the statements of 
Josephus, while but seldom reference is made to the Mishna, 
which is then said to be either unworthy of credit, where 
it contradicts Josephus, or to tell nothing new, where it 
agrees with him. We wiU, therefore, begin with the state- 
ments of Josephus, in order to show that the fore-court 
of women was on the outside of the encompassing wall. 
This is contrary to the opinion held hitherto. 

Josephus speaks in four places of the space on the 
temple mount which women also were allowed to enter, 
and about the boundary beyond which they dared not go. 
He deals with this point in full details in Contra Apionem, 
II, 8, § 103, where he says : " Quattuor etenim habuit in 
circuitu porticus et harum singulae propriam secundum 
legem habuere custodiam. In exteriorem itaque ingredi 
licebat omnibus etiam alienigenis ; mulieres tantummodo 
menstruatae transire prohibebantur. In secunda vero por- 
ticu cuncti ludaei ingrediebantur eorumque coniuges, cum 
essent ab omni poUutione mundae ; in tertia masculi ludaeo- 
rum mundi existentes atque purificati, in quartam autem 
sacerdotes stolis induti sacerdotalibus, in adytum vero soli 
principes sacerdotum propria stola circumamicti." The 
porticos mentioned here are not buildings, but, as is seen 
by the whole context, only the single parts of the temple 
mount, lying within each other like circles or rather like 
frames, as the temple mount itself and all vestibules formed 
quadrangles. We learn from other places in Josephus, 
that all the parts which are here enumerated were bounded 
within and without by walls and other enclosures. The 
first fore-court, which even heathens were allowed to enter, 
was surrounded on the outside in an enclosed square, by 
the high wall of the temple mount with its porches, and 
within by a partition built of stone. The third fore-court, 
viz. that of laymen, was bounded from without by the strong 
wall which surrounded the temple in the shape of a quad- 
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rangle, and from within by a low partition built of stone. 
Between these two fore-courts intervened the second, viz. 
that of women; it was bounded, therefore, from without by 
the partition of the heathens, and from within by the sur- 
rounding wall of the temple. Here, too, a fore-court en- 
compassing the whole temple building, and not a space, 
occupying but one side of the temple mount, is spoken of. 
This is evident both from the whole enumeration and from 
the express information which Josephus has put at the 
head, viz. that the fore-courts were in circuitu, and is 
further corroborated by the observation, made by Josephus 
in Bdlum, V, 5, 2 (§ 199), viz. that women were not allowed 
to enter by any of the seven gates of the second wall. 
The gates being in the north, east, and south, it is thus 
clearly indicated that the surrounding wall was the boun- 
dary of the space accessible to women. In Bellum, V, 5, 6, 
he also says : " Those suffering from uncleanness, and 
lepers, were forbidden to enter the town; women were 
forbidden to enter the sanctuary (= the temple mount) 
during their menstruation ; but even when clean, they 
were not allowed to go beyond the boundary given above." 
We also find the same demarcation of the boundary lines of 
the temple mount in Antiquit, XV, 11, 5, § 417. The first 
wall around the temple mount and the second around the 
temple are called there irepC^okos, between both was the 
partition of stone, which was the boundary for the heathens, 
while the sanctuary within the second iTept/3oAos, which 
had seven gates, was not accessible to women. Then follows 
the third wepi/SoAoj, which only the priests were allowed 
to enter. From all the passages quoted the conclusion 
may be drawn with certainty, that the second wall sur- 
rounding the temple was known to Josephus as the boun- 
dary of the space which women were allowed to enter. 
Hence, it immediately follows, that a building or a court, 
built on the temple mount for women to pray in, can only 
have stood on the outside of the seven gates of the second 
wall, viz. within the space, which was bounded on the one 
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side by the partition of the heathens, and on the other side 
by the second -wall. 

Now we learn from Bellum, V, 5, 2 (§ 198), that, in the 
east of tlie second wall, a special space was set aside for 
the worship of women. From what we have just stated 
it can only have been on the outside of the surrounding 
wall of the temple. But we also come to the same conclu- 
sion in the description which Josephus gives in connexion 
with the fore-court of women. Just as in the passages 
quoted above, he first describes the exterior wall of the 
temple mount with its porches, and then the grate built 
of stone, which was the boundary line to the heathens. 
He then states : " Fourteen steps led from the first to the 
second sanctuary, Avhich was square, and surrounded by 
a special wall. After the fourteen steps, a plane of ten 
yards ran up to the wall, and from it other stairs of five 
steps led to the gates." Let us pause for a moment at this 
description, which shows, step by step, the space between 
the partition of heathens and the wall around the temple. 
As it only speaks of steps and a free space, it cannot mean 
the east side, where the fore-court of women was beside 
the stairs and the plane space. But Josephus is speaking 
here of the north and south sides of the temple mount. 
It is true he also describes in the same passage the eastern 
side, but every sentence clearly indicates .that the observa- 
tions which have reference to it are, so to speak, interpolated, 
and the description proper is interrupted by them. Thus, 
for instance, he states : " The stairs of five steps led 
up to the gates, of which there were four each in the 
north and south, and two in the east;" and what is 
here said about the relation of the steps to the gates 
cannot possibly refer to the two gates, as these had, on 
account of the fore-court of women, a particular position, 
which did not correspond with the rest; apart from this 
the two eastern gates were behind each other, whilst those 
in the north and south were next to each other. Josephus 
further informs us, that the fore-court of women had in the 
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north, east, and south, an entrance each for women ; they 
were not permitted to enter by the others, and even by 
their own they could not go beyond the fore-court. As 
the last words can only refer to the eastern gate of the 
second wall, to which steps led from the fore-court of 
women, the six gates of the surrounding wall, situated in 
the north and south and called " other" are evidently meant 
here ; we also see that the eastern side had to be specially 
dealt with. But it is evident from the whole description 
of the fore-court of women in Josephus, that it is considered 
as an entirely separate space, standing by itself, and having 
nothing in common with the space surrounded by the 
second wall, as women were not allowed to enter it. More- 
over, as they were forbidden to enter by the eastern gate, 
as well as by the northern and southern gates, it also 
follows that the space occupied by the fore-court of women 
must also have been situated on the outside of the wall, 
just as the adjoining space in the north and south. The 
statement of Josephus, that the surrounding wall of i|;he 
temple had four gates each in the north and south, is 
somewhat misleading, and produces the impression as if 
they were, within a single wall, next to each other ; but 
the gates of the fore-court of women were, in reality, 
lower than those of the surrounding wall by fifteen 
steps, or about seven and a half yards. In reading, however, 
soon afterwards in Josephus that there were in the east 
two gates, which were undoubtedly separated from each 
other by a considerable distance, and standing within two 
walls behind each other, one clearly sees that it was his 
intention to deal, in his description, at once with all the 
things that were on the same side. He therefore mentioned 
the side gates of the fore-court of women together with 
those of the second wall in the north and south, as well 
as in the east, although they had nothing in common, 
except that they were situated in the same direction. It 
is superfluous to call to mind the statement in Antiquit., 
XV, II, 5, where only seven gates of the second wall are 
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spoken of. But every attempt to give another inter- 
pretation^ to this simple and unmistakable information, 
viz. (txev 8' 6 fxev evros irepi^oXos KUTa jxev to votiov koI 
^opeiov KXi^a rpiaroLXOVs TrvX&vas dXXr/Xa)i) biearr&Tas, Kara 
be fiXiov j8oXa? em tov p.iyav, must fail because of the context. 
To make our conclusion quite certain, we may further 
point out that the eastern gate is here called " the great," 
and this is also done twice in BeUwm, V, 5, 3, where it is 
expressly described as the east gate of the fore-court of 
laymen. From this, too, we may take it as a fact that 
the fore-court of women stood in the east outside the 
second wall. 

But how does the Mishna stand in relation to this result? 
The Mishna, too, knows, like the above-quoted passage of 
Josephus, but seven gates within the surrounding wall 
of the temple {Middoth, I, 4). It speaks nowhere of the 
fore-court of women as a space connected with the fore- 
court of laymen by a common wall, but rather treats it as 
an entirely separate part of the temple mount, which was 
still further differentiated by the sacred injunctions. In 
this regard, Kelini, I, 8, is especially instructive. Here, 
as in Josephus, the single fore-courts are dealt with, and 
we are informed who was allowed to enter them and who 
not. The Mishna says : — 

* D^b CDJM nnh''i nn: man D'-at pNE' uidid trnpo nnn -in 
mty • D^b WDi^i no Notsi chh naiy pNK> udd khipd ii'-nn 

• DNtDn n''^j? ]'<yn pNi a^b dj3j dv hata pNt^ widd ntnipD d''K>: 
n''^j? pa'-'-ni Dcrij duj' Dniaa iDinc pNK> hjdd ncnipD bio\i>^ mry 
N^N wb tyois: bir\^ pxe' hjdd ntnipD D'':n3n mry • nsDn 
K'lipD natch oi'iNn pa • naunh ncnch nyi^ob on'-aix nytj'a 

13DD tmpD ^3Mn ' D^b D''D333 B'^5-| ''ynSI pDID •<bv2 pSK' HJDD 

DHD EmpD D'cnpn B>np • n'-^m oni pirn Nijc* u&b D:a3 pKB* 
:muyn nyca omaan ova i>nj pa N^^? a^b Dja: psB' 

' Comp. Spiess, Das Jerusalem des Josephus, p. 74, and Schick, Ke Stifishuite 
(Berlin, 1896), pp. 127 ff. 
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The three last portions of this sentence mention after the 
fore-court of the priests the space between the altar and the 
vestibule of the temple house, then the temple house, and 
lastly the holy of holies. This order shows that the account of 
the Mishna goes from east to west. That this is the case not 
only in the last three portions, but also in the enumeration 
of the fore-courts, is evident from the fore-court of women 
being mentioned, which, as we know, was in the east. The 
same order in dealing with the temple mount is also observed 
in Miahna Middoth, II, 1-5, where all the fore-courts are also 
described, and also in other places ^. This is of importance, 
if we compare the description of Josephus who, as we have 
seen, deals with the north and south sides of the temple 
mount, with the Mishna, which only speaks of its eastern 
part. Thus we learn in Middoth, II, 3, that, while twelve 
steps lead from the partition of the heathens to the fore-court 
of women, a plane space of ten yards is reached by ascend- 
ing fourteen steps, and hence other steps lead to the gates 
of the second wall. This statement has been considered to 
contain a contradiction, and very different explanations have 
been tried to remove it ^. But there is, in reality, absolutely 
no contradiction at all ; for one reaches, indeed, on the eastern 
site of the temple mount by twelve or fourteen steps the 
fore-court of women, and, by just as many on the northern 
and southern site, the plane space of ten yai'ds of which 
Josephus speaks. The fore -court of women and this 
terrace were on the same level for the sake of symmetry, 
though the former was much larger. The eastern gate of 
the second wall was reached from the fore-court of women 
by fifteen steps, and just as many must have led from the 
terrace to the northern and cori^esponding southern gates. 
For it is a matter of course that the seven gates of the 

' Comp. Tos. Kdim, I, i, 12 and elsewhere ; in the opposite direction, 
caused by the context of the Bible, runs the enumeration in the Baraitha, 
Joma. 61 a, Sifra, p. 83 b. 

'^ Vide J. Hildesheimer, I>ie Besehreihung des HefoiUanischen Tempels, and 
the opinions given there. 
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surrounding wall were on the same level. And, indeed, 
Josephus says, hdiv aXkoi i!€VTi^aBixoi KXifj.aKes avrjyov, 
that stairs of five steps each led from the terrace to the 
gates, and though he does not mention how many there were 
of them, still it follows from the use of the plural that there 
must have been two staii-s at least ; in fact, there were 
three stairs, viz. fifteen steps ^. 

The Mishua speaks only casually of the outside of the 
second wall in the north and south, but deals more fre- 
quently with the cells built therein. Thus we read in 
Middoth, I, 7, that the cell enclosed in the northern side of 
the second surrounding wall, and called Beth-Hammoked, 
had two gates, one of which led into the interior space of 
the wall, the Azarah, the other into the exterior space, the 
Hel. Thus the space which adjoins the exterior site is 
called Hel. We learn the same also in Middoth, I, 5, 
where it is stated that the passage through the Nizoz gate, 
which was in the north side of the surrounding wall, com- 
municated with the Hel. On the other hand, we have 
seen in Kelim, I, 8, and Middoth, II, 3, that the space of ten 
yards, which came after the grate of the heathens, was also 
called Hel, from which steps led to the fore-court of 
women in the east, and to the terrace in the north and 
south. Hence we know that the whole space between the 
grate of the heathens and the second wall was called Hel, 
and that the fore-court of women, too, should properly be 
called by that name. This agrees with the fact that the 
fore-court of women was, strictly speaking, not more holy 

1 About the fifteen steps which led from the fore-court of women 
to the eastern gate of the surrounding wall Josephus states in BeUum, 
V, 5, 3, ■rSiv yap Kara rds dKKas wivre ^aOimv ^aav PpaxvTepoi. It has been 
generally accepted that there were but five steps on the northern and 
eastern sides. ntvTe-fiaenwv would then have to be written in one word. 
Comp. Niese, ib. The fifteen steps on the eastern side do not seem to 
have formed a continuous stair, but as in the north and south they were 
interrupted by intervening spaces. For we are informed in the Mishna, 
Sukka, V, 4, that the priests, who on a public festival descended from the 
eastern gate of the second wall, stopped on the tenth step and sounded the 
trumpets. 
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than the Hel, and that both were of the same degreed 
Both are distinguished from the fore-court of laymen, and 
this fact, too, clearly testifies that the fore-court of women 
was on the outside of the second wall. 

(b) The Inner Arrangement of the Fore-court of Women. 

Neither the short description of Josephus nor the more 
detailed one of the Mishna can give us an exact idea of the 
interior of the fore-court. But still a series of details may 
be more clearly defined. First of all, as regards the 
exterior boundary, Josephus {Bellum, V, 5, 2) states: 
hiaTiTiVj(j,<TtJ.ivov yap Kara tovto to KXi/^a rais yvvai^lv Ibtov 
irpos Opy]<TKeias x^'po^'j a-i"! calls the space itself to t&v yvvatK&v 
SiaTei'xio-fia (Bellum,, V, 5, 3) and nepiTdxiafxa (VI, 9, 2). 
Hence we must conclude that the wall enclosed all the 
sides. But Josephus does not inform us whether it was 
a low barrier, like the partition of the heathens and that 
between the fore-court of laymen and priests, or whether it 
was a higher wall. neptretxio-/;ia, however, argues for the 
latter. Herewith agrees the statement of the Mishna 
[Middoth, II, 5) : d'CMB' nixnotiM ms'-pni njiB'Nna nrcn npi^ni 
^JDD^o Ci"'E'3Nni l^vro^ro niNli, and the supplementary explana- 
tion of Tos. Sukka, IV, i : r^K' 1333 mry3 niNiDtni z6^ ie'v 
mni"i, three balconies projected from the three sides of the 
fore-court of women, so that the women might watch the 
festival of the people, whilst the men stood below. The 
wall must therefore have been at least of man's height, 
and of great thickness in order to support the balconies 
full of people. The report of the Tosifta quoted above 
mentions only three sides of the fore-court; for on the 
west site the rock on which the temple stood, enclosed 
within the wall, formed a boundary, and thus rendered 
a partition wall unnecessary. The stairs of fifteen steps 

' Comp. the Baraitha In Seiah. ii6b, Tos. Kelim, I, i, 12 and i, 8, and 
also the sentence of R. Simon b. Johai : n'23 mn' n'53>D D'ttj mwi Vnn 
jniTBD ciCT 1C333» D'NOBm Dnibw. For the text see Rabbi nowicz, lb. 

^ For the correct text see Rabbinowicz about Sukka, 51 b. 
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which communicated with the eastern gate of the sur- 
rounding wall, were also there. In the four corners of 
the fore-court of women were, according to the Mishna 
(Middoth, II, 5), four chambers, each forty yards long, and it 
is also stated what they were for. In the south-eastern 
comer was the chamber of the Nazirites, where they cooked 
their peace-offerings at the expiration of their vow, and 
had then- hair cut according to the injunction ;, in the north- 
east was the wood chamber, where priests, affected with 
bodily defects, prepared the fire- wood for the altar; in the 
north-western corner assembled those who, cured of leprosy, 
came into the sanctuary to offer their sacrifices of purifica- 
tion. What the chamber in the south-western corner was 
used for was not known to the otherwise well-informed R. 
Elieser ben Jacob, an authority on the tradition of the temple ; 
but Abba Saul informs us that wine and oil were distributed 
there'. We learn further from Middoth, II, 6, that there 
were chambers in the western wall of the fore-court of 
women, where the levitical singers kept all kinds of musical 
instruments. It may here be added that, according to 
the Mishna {Middoth, II, 2), the fore-court of women 
measured 135 yards square. Its width corresponded, there- 
fore, with the whole width of the surrounding wall of the 
temple, which in Middoth,Y, 3, is also said to be 135 yards. 
Josephus speaks only in an indefinite manner of the extent 
of the fore-court when he states that eleven thousand of 
the younger and stronger Jews, who were confined within 
the fore-court of women, died in the conquest of Jerusalem ; 
he assigns to it, however, an extent which corresponds 
with that of the Mishna. 

Three gates, as Josephus expressly states, led from the 
east, south, and north into the fore-court. It is remarkable 
that the Mishna, in which the fore-court is more minutely 
treated than in Josephus, does not mention them at all ; 
evidently because there was no opportunity for speaking 

' Comp. the same expression in Middoth, V, 3 ; and Tossafoth in Menah. 
31 b, at the top. 
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of them. In the Mishna the three northern, the three 
southern, and one eastern gate in the surrounding wall of 
the temple are only enumerated and also named. But in 
another passage of the Mishna (Middoth, II, 6, and She- 
kcdim,, VI, 3) a greater number of the gates of the temple 
are given ; it may therefore be supposed that, as in Josephus, 
the gates of the fore-court of women are here included. 
The text of the information, however, that is given in the 
name of Abba Jose ben Hanan, renders it questionable : — 

• iv^jjin nyB* (i) myo^ d''D1dd u*>yym onjic • DnyB* mtj^j? nc^K* 
paiDD fDDiyh • D''Dn -\w (4) ' nmann lyc (3) * p^in -^w (2) 
-\W (8) • U'mn njic (7) • );i-\'^n -\w (6) ' rr'JD'' nyE> (5) aijioi' 

• wen ^^^* (10) ^^ Tin j-EJ'SK'a "'JB^ • nwpj -^w mtD3B> (9) • Ti^n 

• DB' Dni) n''n ih a-iyoa D''jn (13, 12) i^ndc3 nnNi (n) 

Gratz^ comments thereon: "This statement raises sus- 
picion, for it seeks to make out, per fas et nefas, thirteen 
gates of the fore-court, in order to assimilate the thirteen 
genuflections in the temple to this very number; it 
therefore also enumerates as gates the two small doors 
next to the Nicanor gate, and supposes two other gates 
in the west of the fore-court, for which it gives neither 

space nor names And just as thei-e could not have 

been any gates in the west side, there was no gate of women 
and no gate of song on the north side." The objections, 
which Gratz presents, are too important to allow us to 
accept the account as reliable without any further con- 
sideration ; but I do not think that we are, on that 
account, justified in ignoring a narrative which contains 
definite statements. For we see that the author, even 
where he, without any authority, counts small doors as 
gates, bases his statement on real facts. We must there- 
foi-e not presume that he invented new gates, which 
did not in reality exist, in order to make up a certain 
number known to him a priori ; but his enumeration 

' Monatsschri/t fur die Geschichte und Wissenscha/t des Judenthmns, 1876, 
p. 442. 
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must be based on a tradition which differs from our 
Mishna (Middoth, I, 4). But let us ignore for the present 
the way in which the single gates were placed in the 
different directions and only consider their names. The 
fact becomes then at once conspicuous that nos. 2, 3, 
and 4 are also given in the Mishna in the same order as 
the southern gates of the surrounding wall; moreover, 
no. 6 is named there as one of the northern, and no. 9 
as the eastern gate. As these five parts agree with the 
order of the temple gateSj we are confirmed in our opinion 
that the enumeration is not without value, and hence we 
venture to surmise that the two missing northern gates must 
also be contained therein, though under different names. 
No. I |vi>un lyB' and no. 5 n'>J3"i "ijjb' in the account of Abba 
Jose have no corresponding counterparts in the Mishna; 
on the other hand, the pvisn -\w and '^pv:in n^a "iW in the 
latter are omitted in the former; it therefore does not 
appear forced, if we consider these gates identical. Then 
there remain nos. 7 and 8, the gate of women and that of 
song, and it is not difiicult to recognize them as the two 
side gates of the fore-court of women, where, as we know 
from Middoth, II, 5, 6, and also partly from Josephus, the 
women and the Levitical singers were placed. If, however, 
the northern and southern gates of the fore-court of women 
are named in this enumeration, then there oiigbt to be also 
mentioned therein its eastern gate, which is expressly 
named by Josephus. But no trace of it is to be found. 
The interpretation given above of the whole passage be- 
comes therefore doubtful. 

We have, however, to consider the established fact that 
the whole temple building had altogether thirteen gates ; 
for there were in the surrounding wall three in the north, 
three in the south, and one in the east ; in the foi-e-court of 
women one each on the same sides ; in the vestibule of the 
temple, the temple and the sanctuary one each, leading from 
east to west. They thus formed a group of four northern, 
four southern, and five gates, leading from east to west ; and 

VOL. X. 3 A 
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these, I believe, are meant in the enumeration of Abba Jose 
ben Hanan, which is confirmed in the case of nine out of 
thirteen. The whole combination can clearly be seen in 
the Mishna, which speaks of four southern, four northern, 
three eastern, and two western gates ; the division of the 
five, leading from east to west, into two groups is to be 
ascribed to the Mishna. For we are told in Shekalim, VI, 
2, that thirteen genuflections were made in the sanctuary : 
cnti'i, n-i?»3 \i>b^, oma nyaiw, pavi njjanx, D''innE'D vn p'rii 
3"ijfD3 ; four in the north, four in the south, three in the 
east, and two in the west, corresponding to the gates. The 
teacher of the Mishna wanted to adapt the information 
of Abba Jose about the thirteen temple gates to these 
genuflections, but, not understanding that portion which 
refers to the gates leading from east to west, he thought 
the three eastern gates were the Nicanor gate with its two 
side doors, and he then added that the western gates had 
no names. It is possible, of course, that the three eastern 
gates of the fore-court of women, the fore-court of laymen, 
and of the vestibule, were designated as eastern, the two 
of the temple and the sanctuary as western even by Abba 
Jose, but that they were mistaken, as thej^ were mentioned 
without names, for they had no names except the Nicanor 
gate. From this we learn, however, that the three gates of 
the fore-court of women were also known to the teacher 
of the Mishna, Abba Jose ben Hanan, and that he also 
gives the names of the northern and southern gates ; these 
are not mentioned by Josephus, nor are the names of the 
seven gates of the surrounding wall. 

As regards the names of the gates, about which the 
Mishna tells us more than Josephus, another information 
given in the Mishna, Sukka, V, 4, has to be considered ^. 
Here we have a detailed description of the position which 
the priests and Levites take up at the great festival of 
water-drawing, and how they move on in the procession : — 

' For the different texts see Eabbinowicz about Sttkka, 51 b. 
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'ntyi O'm mtyi' I'nib''' mtya tivb' ffbn nytrn a'^ana ^3b> nojji 
nniK^n n^yo^ lyjn • lypni ijT'ini lypn naan xnp • irf-r'a nnyisn 
pypin vn • lypni i!}''nni lypn ci''B'3 mfyi? lyan • lypni ij?nni ij?pn 
"Dsn mro^ Nsiin lytj'^ lyjn • mmb Nifi'-n nyB^i? rysDB' ny phm 
■•I ^NT i>x Dnninx ntn Dipoa vnt? wnuN inDxi mj?D^ onija 
:i3''j"'j) n''h rfb 12ni b'dk'!' noip o'-innenD noni nonp onijsi 

Here the eastern gate of the second surrounding wall, 
from which the stair leads into the fore-court of women, is 
designated as the upper gate, and another as the gate of the 
eastern exit; it can, however, not be ascertained whether 
the eastern gate of the fore-court of women or that of the 
surrounding wall of the temple mount is meant by it. We 
find in Sukka, V, 5, where the upper gate is mentioned 
again, |innnn -\V& a lower gate ; this is in all probability 
identical with the formerly mentioned eastern exit, and its 
name indicates that in both cases the eastern gate of the 
fore-court of women is meant by it. It also follows from 
the description that its author either did not know or was 
not familiar with the appellation of the eastern gate of the 
second wall as given in Middoth, I, 4, viz. Nicanor gate ; 
otherwise he would not have used^ the long circumscription 
WW mrj!^ bii-\^'' m?yD invn |i''^yn "i5?b>. We find the latter 
appellation also in the description of the temple in 
Ezek. xl. 19 and ix. a (comp. a Kings xv. 35), where the 

• The two passages in the Mishna, which differ in their designation 
of the eastern gate of the fore-court of women, hardly come from the 
same source. They differ, indeed, also in the number of trumpet sounds 
prescribed for the feast of tabernacles, which is already pointed out by 
the Talmud in Sukka, 51 b, as well as in the exact places where the 
trumpets had to be sounded. According to the first the trumpet should 
be blown in the upper gate, then on the tenth step of the stair which 
led into the fore-court of women, and at last in the fore-court of women ; 
after that the blowing of the trumpet was continued uninterruptedly, 
until the priests arrived at the exit of the fore-court. But the second 
passage which gives the total number of trumpet sounds as prescribed 
for the feast of tabernacles, speaks only of a twice repeated blowing, viz. 
in the upper and lower gate. The same account also disagrees with 
Sukka, IV, 5, where trumpet sounds are also prescribed for the placing of 
the willow twigs on the altar, and these are not mentioned in Sukka, V, 5. 

3 A3 
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gate in the fore-court, that was situated on a higher 
level, is called the upper, and that in the lower fore- 
court of laymen the lower one. But by this designation 
only the situation of the gate was indicated, and not 
having become its proper name, it was possible that another 
of the seven gates in the surrounding wall of the temple 
was named likewise, and thus Abba Jose ben Hanan 
(Middoth, II, 6) could speak of the most exterior gate in 
the north of the wall as the upper one. How it was that 
Josephus gives no names to the gates, though in Bellum, 
Y, 4, two gates in the wall of the temple mount are named 
by him, cannot be even surmised, as there is nothing to go 
on. But the Mishna gives in Middoth, 1, 3, the names for 
southern, western, and northern gates of the wall of the 
temple mount, but calls the eastern gates only TnfDn lytJ' ; 
hence it is but right to inquire what may be the reason of 
this fact. As the same is the case with the gates of the 
surrounding wall of the temple in SukJca, V, 4, 5, and also 
in the above-mentioned account of Abba Jose ben Hanan, 
and as in both narratives just the names of those gates 
which lead from the east to the west are not known, it can 
hardly be considered a matter of chance. Should the 
names perhaps be assigned to a later period, preceding the 
destruction of Jerusalem but by a short time, and is it to be 
assumed that not all were given at the same time ? This 
could be the more easily supposed, as Josephus appears to 
know no gate on the east site of the wall of the temple 
mount ^, and the Mishna (Para, III, 6, Middoth, 1, 3) too 
gives but the designation of it : man ns fpwn b)ni fna lac 
nnB'Dn nni? j''Nvi^ nnjJDo bi mai, that the high-priest, about 
to prepare the ash of purification, the red cow, and all 
persons who take part in this act of preparation, go through 
the gate on the olive mount. 

' In Antiquit., XV, u, 5, and Bellum, II, 19, 5 ; see Spiess, Das Jerusalem 
des Jcsiphus, p. 65. 
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(c) What the Fore-court of Wovien was used for and 
hotv it oHginated. 

Neither of our two sources describes with sufficient 
clearness of definition what the fore-court of women was 
for. It is true, Josephus says : " In the east there was 
a separate enclosure for women to worship, which was 
open to native and foreign Jewish women for i-eligious 
services;" but it is not clear whether women only or if, 
on certain occasions, men too were allowed to enter here. 
To the latter, other places within the surrounding wall 
of the temple were open, while women were confined to 
the fore-court assigned to them'. The Mishna, however, 
which speaks expressly of four chambers in the four corners 
of the fore-court of women, viz. for the Nazirites, for those 
who, cured of leprosy oifered sacrifices, and for priests who 
prepared the firewood for the altar, seems to indicate that 
this space belonged to women but was used for general 

' In Antiquit., XV, 11, 5, as we have mentioned in the Introduction, 
p. 679, Josephus says : "In the east the second wall had a gate, the great 
one by which we entered when clean w^ith the women ; within it women 
were forbidden to enter the sanctuary." The obvious contradiction and 
the difficulty that women should be allowed to enter the eastern gate 
of the fore-court of laymen, which he otherwise declares to be prohibited 
(see above, p. 684), has been explained in various ways. Thus Spiess 
(p. 74 ff.) endeavours to get over it by an interpolation, which is neither 
supported by the context nor testified by the text ; for he reads, "a gate, 
the great one, tovtov S« ayrtapi aWov." We have already mentioned above 
on p. 679, that the sentence, which speaks in the first person of the Jews 
is taken from Josephus, who thought that the description which is 
derived from Nicolaus of Damascus, speaks of the eastern gate in the 
fore-court of women, while, in reality, the foi-e-court of laymen is meant. 
This is undoubtedly clear from the following sentence, which is again 
taken from Nicolaus — kueivov S' (vSoripai rpirov, ottou tois Upevatv etfrfKOfiv 
f^ov ^v iiovois — hei-e only the fore-coui-t of priests can be meant, and 
fKiivov can only refer to the foi'e- court of laymen. The Baraitha also 
states expressly in Kidduahin, 52 b, that women were not allowed to enter 
the fore-court of laymen. The explanation of Tossafoth is artificial. 
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purposes of the temple^. Only on one occasion it was 
given up entirely to women, viz. at the feast of water- 
drawing; but even then, as the Mishna, Sulcka, V, 2, 
relates, the fore-court was transformed for them, in order 
that they might watch from balconies the festive pro- 
cession and the entertainments connected with it, separated 
from the men, who stood in the fore-court itself. For thus 
the Baraitha in 8ukka, 51b {j. Sulcka, V, ^^ b, Tos. Sukha, 
IV, i), states : ci''N2 vni fwao rwy^ d''JD3D tS'^ vn njiCNia 

'D13B3D d''C3N1 yWSO DUEn'' D^t^J VT'EJ' WpMH ' B>^n Dl^p ''1'h 

rh^ha T\\2W< ti^m wc uipnn e'n-i rwbp ^^'h ffxa vn p'ljn 
iiDD^D D''K'3N1. " Originally the women stood within and the 
men outside, which made them frivolous ; it was therefore 
ordained that they should change places ; but when they 
continued being frivolous, it was ordained that women 
should stand above (on the balconies) and men below (in 
the fore-court)." During the whole year, however, the 
fore-court of women was used, as we have said already, 
by the Nazirites and others for preparatory functions. 
The name fore-court of women, in which the tradition of 
the Mishna and Josephus agree, appears therefore to 
originate from the fact that women were there on festivals, 
and this is very remarkable. But several things known 
to have been located in this space were only made for the 
feast of water-drawing, and this explains in some degree 
the fore-court receiviag its appellation from the one oc- 
casion. Among these things were the balconies mentioned 

'■ There were, according to a reliable witness, on the day on which 
the passover sacrifices were offered, and a larger crowd assembled on the 
temple mount, men too in the fore-court of women. For we are told 
in the Mishna, Pessah.,Y, lo, that the first of the three groups where the 
passover sacrifices were offered betook themselves frora the fore-court 
of laymen to the extremest fore-court of the temple mount, after having 
slaughtered the animal, sprinkled the blood, and burnt the fat ; the 
second one went into the second fore-court, the H§1, and the third 
remained in the fore-court of laymen. But in the Tos. Pessah., Ill, la, 
we are informed by R. Elieser ben Jacob that the third group repaired 
to the fore-court of women. 
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in the Mishna (Middoth, II, 5) and Tosifta (Sukha, IV, i). 
We must note also the chambers on the western side within 
the wall formed by the rock, in which, as the Mishna informs 
us in Middoth, II, 6 "bs i>3i D'ni'SDi D'bji nnw3 w^m o^i^n am' 
"i^C, the Levites kept their harps, nablas, cymbals, and other 
musical instruments. Now we know from Josephus (Ant, 
VII, 12, 3) and the Mishna (Arakhin, II, 3, 5, 6) that for 
the daily sacrifices only the three first-named instruments 
were used, and that it was prohibited to play others ; on 
the other hand we also find the above-quoted enumeration 
in Sukka, V, 4 (Tos. Sukka, IV, 7 ^), where the feast of water- 
drawing is described. As the two descriptions agree in regard 
to the instruments, which were not played at the sacrificial 
service, and also in other details, we may suppose that 
the feast of water-drawing is also referred to in Middoth, 
II, 5, 6. For indeed trumpets, flutes, and many other musi- 
cal instruments, which were not used otherwise, were 
played on this festival. And the statement which occurs 
in both descriptions, that the Levites were standing on 
the fifteen steps of the fore-court and singing psalms, also 
favours our conclusion ; for the singera stood at the daily 
public worship at the altar on the Dukhan^. From this 
it is evident that many things were arranged within the 
fore-court of women exclusively for the public festival 
on the feast of tabernacles, and as the fore-court was 
allotted on that occasion to the women, its name taken 



' See Rabbinowicz about Sulcka, 51 b. 

' 2 Chron. v. 12 (see Kamchi about Ezek. xlii. 12) ; Arakhin, II, 3 S'i'jm 
nnnn 'je"; hdo; for this see Tos. PessaA., Ill, 11 D33n is onnw o'lSm 
itTiBl "jbnn n« Dnnixi, which day is one of the twelve the flute was 
played at the altar. Arakhin, II, 6 pnn 'ts onoTO 0^7 -ws D'JiBD fnniD fs* 
and what is stated there about the young Levites : «S« pnn is onoD? ]'N 
D'TOW vn yiMi (comp. also Middoth, II, 5, and Tos. Shekalim, II, 14, 
Delitzsch in the introduction of his Psalmencommentar, ch. VII), show that 
the Levites usually stood on the Dukhan near the altar. Consequently 
the statement which I made in my Priester und Cultus, p. 126, and Gratz 
in the Monatsschri/t, 1876, p. 391, and in his Commentar zu den Psalmen, 
p. 76 ff., has to be corrected. 
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from the one festival remained with the institutions during 
the whole year. 

It is, however, very difficult to believe that a fore-court, 
whose single divisions were used throughout the year for 
definite purposes, should have retained its appellation from 
one occasion, unless women visited it also during the year. 
It has been considered a matter of course that women came 
frequently into this fore-court, but the remarkable fact 
has not been accounted for, that the four cells, the purpose 
of which the Mishna describes, had nothing to do with 
women. We have therefore to deal first with this ques- 
tion. One of the chambers was used by the Nazirites, who 
at the expiration of their vow had to have their hair 
cut and to offer sacrifices, according to the precept in 
Numbers vi, for both these functions. It seems very re- 
markable that a separate chamber should have been assigned 
to this purpose and, without doubt, arranged accordingly^, 
whereas the appearance of the Nazirites must certainly be 
considered an extraordinary phenomenon and an exception. 
It is true Nazirites are mentioned in i Mace. iv. 49 
at the time of the religious persecution under Antiochus IV 
Epiphanes ; otherwise, however, they do not, as far as 
I know, appear anywhere during the whole period of the 
two following centuries. They turn up again in Antiquit., 
XIX, 6, I, where it is related Agrippa I ordered the hair 
of a large number of Nazirites to be cut, defraying, as is 
supposed, the expenses which their vow, to be fulfilled, 
required in the end^. The Mishna, Nazir, III, 6, further 

' See Kelim, VI, 2 jjten 1333© D'SciTato Dm:rt hts rtrs<r\ m. 

* I am inclined to believe that the fact which is communicated in 
a Baraitha in j. Nasir^V, 54 b ; Qenes. Bab., 91, refers to Agrippa I : nwn ©")«; 
Nb D'wnm nNoi nno Dn'? «2d O'ttjom hnd • moffl p p»n« 'ai 'O'a lbs om: 
HNo SCI j'>ya pTu n«n rhn mn n'N rrh no« «3to 'w 'm «n« ■ nnD upih «sd 
Yvom riND 3>2i« n^h nbw • m jd nj^d w«i -\yi p w'jd ns an> Nb« pamp ; 
firstly, because of the expenses of the sacrifices being defrayed in both 
cases by a king ; secondly, because of the remarkably large number of 
Nazirites ; and thirdly, because a similar thing has not happened before, 
as far as our sources go back. It cannot be denied, of coui'se, that 
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relates that the Queen Helena of Adiabene, who was in 
Jerusalem between 44-48, was a Nazirite. Josephus {Bellum, 
II, 15, i) tells us the same of Berenike, the sister of 
Agrippa 11, who sojourned in Jerusalem in the year 64 
in order to fulfil her vow. In his report about her, he 
says : " She stayed here in order to redeem a solemn 
promise made to God; for it was a custom for such as 
were afflicted by an illness or other misery to make vows, 
thirty days before offering their sacrifices, to abstain from 
wine and cut the hair of the head." From this statement, 
which speaks of an habitual practice, it may be conjectured 
that Berenike was not the only Nazirite of whose vow 
Josephus knew. The Tos. Nazir, IV, 10, also relates the 
same of a woman called Miriam of Palmyra, and the 
Mishna, Nazir, V, 5, too, tells us that Nazirites came from 
foreign countries to Jerusalem immediately after the temple 
had been destroyed. It cannot be a matter of chance that 
all the statements about Nazirites^ which have come down 
to us, have reference to the period of the years 42 to 70, 
but it is rather due to the circumstance that there were 
many Nazirites about that time. Three of the five narra- 

just as the religious persecution under Antiochus IV, the persecution 
of the Pharisees under Alexander Jannai may have produced a large 
number of Nazirites. According to the above interpretation the learned 
man, who is reported by the Aramaic portion of the narrative to have 
had intercourse vyith the king, is most likely to be Gamaliel I ; for, as 
we learn in a Baraitha in Pessah., 88 b, a question regarding the passover 
oifering is submitted to the latter by a king and a queen, and by these 
only Agrippa I and his wife Kypros can be meant. (In Pessa/i., 57 a, 
they are said to have further questioned the high-priest Issakhar of 
Kefar Barkai about a similar thing.) By Simon, as he is named in the 
narrative, the high-priest Ismael ben Fiabi might also be meant ; for 
the latter is called in several places of Talmudical reports Simon the 
Just. Ho is reported in a Baraitha in Nedarim, g b (_Tos. Nazir, V, 7 ; 
J. Nazir, I, 51 c ; Si/re Numeri, § 22), to have said about himself, that he 
had never eaten of the sacrifice of a Nazir, except once. Hence there 
were at his time many Nazirites ; then the king, whom he petitions, 
would be Agrippa II; for Ismael of&ciated between 59-61. See my article 
in Chwolson's Juhelsckrift, ch. II. 

' See Acts of Apostles, xxi, 23 ff., and the respective commentaries. 
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tives inform us that women made the vow of abstinence, 
while the two others do not exclude the possibility that 
the abstainers were also women. It must further be 
pointed out that it was a queen in one case, and in another 
the sister of the King Agrippa. Hence we may conclude, 
I think, that a great number of the Nazirites were women, 
and that the remarkable increase of this vow, within the 
three last decades of the existence of the temple, is to be 
ascribed to the fact that the Queen Helena had made such 
a vow and come to Jerusalem in order to fulfil it. Her 
example had, undoubtedly, prompted many women of 
Jerusalem and Judaea to become Nazirites, and it thus 
became necessary to designate and arrange a separate place 
both for the Queen Helena, who undoubtedly came to the 
temple, as she gave to it liberal presents, and for the women 
who were stimulated by her piety, to worship in. As 
women were not allowed to enter the surrounding wall 
of the temple, it was but natural that a place of worship 
was allotted to them outside this wall, viz. at the side 
which, on the one hand, allowed them to look into the 
temple proper and was directed towards the sanctuary, 
and where, on the other hand, male visitors went in the 
least. If we admit this consideration we may take it that 
the chamber for the Nazirites was established in the years 
after 42, when Agrippa I entered upon the regency and at 
the time of Queen Helena. 

It must appear rather hazardous to draw from one single 
fact the inference as to the time of the origin of an institu- 
tion, and especially if all the opinions in regard to it, which 
have prevailed hitherto, are thereby contradicted. Other 
documents must therefore be adduced. And indeed the 
same period which was determined above by the years 42 
and 70 is also suggested in another statement in the 
Mishna, Kerithoth, I, 7, where we read : D'Jp nDVC n2>yD 
pi^N ab nrn pjjDn ba-bi:)! p pyDC pn noN ♦ ant njna D'i'En-iu 
n^hv E'lij' ntj^NH iDih E'^^on nui' dj3j • injna vnic ly rh'''?n 
D'-ratD nbiNi '^m \2-\p nN'-ao niNTi nwr con dinti niT-i? e'en 
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DTiya-a d"i''3 u cjp nosJi • nam n'>by "iNc^n pNi: once the 
price of pigeons had risen immensely in Jerusalem ; and 
Simon ben Gamaliel took an oath not to rest until they 
became cheaper ; he went into the house of learning and 
declared that a woman who under certain circumstances 
would have to offer five sacrifices, would do her duty with 
one offering ; consequently the price of pigeons was greatly 
reduced. It is clear from the whole narrative that the 
price had risen so high because there had been an unusually 
great demand for pigeons. This was caused, as is evident 
from the sentence of Simon ben Gamaliel, by the fact that 
many women whose duty it was to bring several offerings, 
had omitted to carry out this biblical precept and now 
wished to make good their neglect. It was but natural 
that with such a demand the pigeons required for their 
sacrifices became more expensive, and if women were not 
altogether to leave off, under these circumstances, to bring 
offerings, it was necessary to make this obligation more 
easy. In any case the report supposes, with unmistakable 
clearness, a sudden change to have occurred in regard to 
the religious duties of women, who were prompted thereby 
to fulfil the precept which they had neglected for many 
years ^. Though we know not exactly in which year this 
occurred, it must certainly be computed between the years 
50 and 70, the time of Simon ben Gamaliel. We have thus 
again established the fact that women visited the temple in 
great numbers to sacrifice their pigeons, and hence we may 
conclude that the authorities of the temple took care that 
they had enough room on the temple mount. Again, as 
we are informed by the Mishna {Sota, I, 5), the eastern 
site on the outside of the surrounding wall of the temple 
was set apart as the place where women should assemble 
for their purification. The same is the case with those 
who, after having been freed from uncleanness, came 

'■ The Mishna, Shekalim, VII, 7, also speaks of these sacrifices being 
facilitated: lias bffio ni>»3 in'uj ni'iiDSn ppn to. 
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into the sanctuary to offer sacrifices ; to them the sentence 
of Simon ben Gamaliel also refers. They formed, together 
with those who, cured of leprosy, brought their sacrifices of 
purification into the temple, the category of those who 
had to be declared clean ^, and they stopped in the row? 
D*j?"i1V0n, the fore-court of women. We therefore arrive at 
the conclusion that the chamber, where women sojourned 
who brought offerings after their confinement, was established 
at the time of Simon ben Gamaliel. 

And other statements too tell us that women used to 
visit the sanctuary about that time, whereas I know 
of none previous to the year 42 '■^. In a Baraitha in 
Hagiga, 16 b (Sifra, 4 c), Eabbi Jose ben Halaffca relates 
the following : " Abba Eleasar told me : We had once 
brought a young calf into the temple as a peace-oflfering 
and we drove it into the fore-court of women, who put 
their hands upon the victim, not because they were ordered 
to do so, but in order to please them." As Jose ben Halafta 
was not born before the year 80, Abba Eleasar, who is here 
said to have narrated the occurrence as one who witnessed 
and took part in it, must have lived in the last decades of 
the existence of the temple. In the Mishna, Holla, IV, 
12, we learn that a priest, named Joseph, had also 
brought the female members of his family to Jerusalem 
for the supplementary passover ofi'ering ; but as the sages 
disapproved of it they had to leave. He can only have 
been prompted to do this by the spirit of the time, which 
also allowed women to take part in the sacrifices ; for, 
indeed, they seem to have been taken with him to the 
passover offering proper^ This is supposed to have been 

' See Tamid, V, 6 : minn isioa cxoion n« two m\ insan tcHTi, who 
are identical with those mentioned in Sota, I, 5: niaicn ns J'pffio DlcaJ 

* It is true that the accounts of the Talmud about the time which 
precedes the year 42 are very meagre. See also Aboth, V, 5. 

' See the Mishna, Pessah., VIII, i, and the Baraitha in J. Kiddus., 
I, 6r e : '3t • TW3 'n nan c\rwh r&STCi »3wni nasr') picwnn noD now ncsn 
psoffi »3T '3 ixs'th 'n • pa?tnn nni^ -|ns }•« nnssV kv ncD nw rrcnn toik 'dv 
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the rule, as the Baraitha in Pessah., 89 a, tells us about their 
actual participation in the sacrifice: m^b ni33 iDlpl ne^yo 
D^^Sty Q'm nimt niJa NS1031. In the same way the state- 
ment of the Baraitha in Eruhin, 96 a {j. BeraJch. II, 4 c, 
Mechilta about Exod. xiii. 9, p. 31a): nn^T '<m2 na ^3''D 
N^i hi^ rh\]} nn''n mv bt' incNi D'-oan na imo sh r^sn nrao 
D'Dan na irriD, belongs, very likely, to this period, though we 
are not in a position to say anything more definite 
about the women here mentioned. We are here told of 
the pilgrimage of a woman to Jerusalem, though it is only 
mentioned as an exceptional case. But even if there were 
but few who had come for the festivals, nevertheless, room 
had to be found for them, and thus it was the fore-court of 
women, as is shown by the description of the feast 
of water-drawing, in which women assembled with their 
offerings. It follows from these considerations that not only 
the chamber of the Nazirites and that of those who had 
been cured of Levitical uncleanness, was established within 
the three last decades of the temple, but that the fore-court 
of women, too, which was in their immediate vicinity, or 
rather between them, originated within the same period; 
for there was no need for it as long as there were no female 
visitors in the temple. We have, moreover, to take iijto 
consideration the fact that not before the last decades, 
previous to the destruction of the temple, can the feast of 
water-drawing, which attracted the largest number of 
women on the temple mount, be shown to have regularly 
taken place along with popular festivities. As far as 
I know we have the description partly from Joshua ben 
Hananja, who was a young man in the year 70, partly 
from the teachers of the Mishna, who had witnessed it 
themselves and described it immediately after the destruc- 
tion of the temple. Their description gives us the 
impression that they tell us about institutions and 
circumstances which have only taken place at their own 

'3© riDS nxcns nr«T nnn^"! n'^'ora ^m'«T ncti mew nic«n naiM. See also 
J. Halla, IV, 60 b below, and Tos. Pessah., VIII, 10. 
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time. This is confirmed by other acts ^. Moreover, the 
participation of Simon ben Gamaliel in the festivities 
is pointed out as very extraordinary, and it is he whose 
teachings during the years 50-70 also refer to other insti- 
tutions of the fore-court of women ^. Finally we may add 
that the Queen Helena, whose presence in Jerusalem may 
have caused the establishment of one of the chambers in 
the fore-court of women, sojourned there also during the 
feast of tabernacles (Tos. Sukka, I, i; j. Sukka, I, 51 d; 
b. SukJca, 2 b), and that according to Josephus (Bellum, V, 
5, 2) the fore-court of women was open both to native and 
foreign women ; and thus our conjecture that the fore- 
court itself owes its origin to the appearance of Queen 
Helena in the sanctuary in the years 44-48 will be greatly 
strengthened^. 

(d) On the History of the Fore-courts. 

All the proofs which I have quoted above, and which are 
only based on indirect statements, signify nothing if it can 

' See my article in Chwolson's Jubdschrift, ch. I. 

" Tos. Sukka, IV, 4, 5 ; j. StiJ^ca, V, 53 b ; 6. Sukka, 55 b. The feast of 
water-drawing may belong to a prior period, but the festivities and 
processions connected with it likely fall within the last decades before 70. 
In the passages we have quoted is also mentioned what Hillel said when 
he noticed various groups of the people participating in the feast of 
water-drawing with unequal zeal. Hence it might be concluded that 
the feast was already celebrated by the people at his time. But both 
the Tosifta and the corresponding passages speak of the statement of 
Hillel in the midst of their narrative about this festival, without 
expressly mentioning that his sentence has reference to this occasion ; 
neither does the report as given in the Talmud of Jerusalem mention it. 
I am therefore inclined to believe that Hillel did not make the remark 
at the feast of water-drawing. The tradition in 6. Sukka, 53 a, which 
gives in the same connexion another sentence of Hillel, which cer- 
tainly has nothing to do with this festival, shows that nxy doubt 
is justified. There the statement appears to be a copy of the narrative 
about the participation of Simon ben Gamaliel in the festival. 

' Venetianer in Magyar Zsido Ssemle, 1895, p. 220, also believes that 
the fore-court of women came into existence at a later period ; but he 
computes it about the time of the temple building by Herod. 
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be shown that the fore-court of women or one of its build- 
ings already existed in the temple built by Herod, or even 
before in that of Zerubbabel. In order therefore to either 
support or weaken our conjecture about the date of the 
origin of the chambers of the fore-court of women, we must 
consider the different fore-courts of the sanctuary. We 
may at once take it for granted that King Herod founded 
the new temple after the model of the former one, but on 
a larger scale and with greater splendour; and that, 
because of the state of public feeling against him, he took 
the greatest care to introduce no innovation beyond the 
expansion of the building space, the fore-courts, the sur- 
rounding walls and the single buildings, and the enlargement 
and addition of gates. The people would have looked upon 
any alteration in the plan Itself as a contempt of what was 
old and long established. If we therefore knew the sanc- 
tuary of Zerabbabel, we might draw from it the conclusion 
as to a similar plan and arrangement of the corresponding 
parts in that of Herod, and we might be justified to conclude 
from the latter to the former. However, the former is not 
known to us, even in its outlines ; for the Book of Ezra, which 
contains the history of the temple, does not devote a line to 
details, and Josephus too only reproduces the meagre 
account of Ezra vi. Only in the Books of Chronicles, which 
introduce in their descriptions of the time of the kings the 
circumstances of the fourth century before Christ, occasion- 
ally a few details about the second temple are given. Thus 
in the description of the temple of Solomon in a Chron. iv. 9 
it is related above all: nini5Ti nhijn mtyni D''jnDn nsn E'y'i 
tDE'ra nav onTiini'Ti mrpi', Solomon built the court of priests 
and the large fore-court with copper-plated doors '. Here, 
as elsewhere, the book speaks of two fore-courts, 2 Chron. 
xxxiii. 5 ; 2 Kings xxi. 5 : •" IT'l nnxn "TiB'a, and, in the 
plural form without any further remark, in i Chron. xxix. 
12 : QiE'ipn nnswh wnban n^a y<2B niSB'^n bh i'' nia nnsn^, 

' See Stade in Z.A.T.W., 1883, p. 152. 
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also I Chron. xxiii. 28, xxviii. 6 ; a Chron. xxiii. 5 ; Nehem. 
viii. 16, xiii, 7, and Ps. Ixv. 5, Ixxxiv. ii,xcii. i4,xcvi. 8,0.4, 
cxvi. 19, cxxxv. 2 ; most of these undoubtedly refer to the 
second temple. It is also evident from i Mace. iv. 38 that 
there were two fore-courts : " And they saw the sanctuary 
desolated, and the altar desecrated, and the gates destroyed 
by fire, and the fore-courts covered with bushes as in a forest 
or on a mountain, and the chambers destroyed." Here 
" fore-courts " is used in the plural form. As the author 
only refers to those buildings, places, and things which 
were in the temple of Herod within the surrounding wall, 
we may conclude that he also, in speaking of fore- courts, 
only refers to the two which were known in the sanctuary 
of Zerubbabel and Herod, and which were also located 
within the wall. The description of the rebuilding of the 
temple which then follows in i Mace. iv. 48 confirms 
this opinion. Here also the single parts of the sanctuary 
are enumerated, among them fore-courts in the plural, 
and here again the description only contains what was 
situated within the wall of the fore-court of laymen. This 
proves that only these fore-courts were in existence. If 
we compare it with the express statements in 2 Chron. iv. 9 
and the numerous observations which we find in Josephus 
and the Mishna, we are justified in maintaining that the 
fore-court of the priests and that of laymen is meant by 
them. Our opinion is further corroborated by i Mace. ix. 
54, where it is stated : Alkimos orders to pull down rb 
T61X0S TTJs aiiXfjs r&v ayloiv rijs ecrMrepas koI KaOeike ra epya r&v 
'JTpo(f)r]T&v Kol kvr\p^aTo KaOatpeiv^. Ta ayia means, accord- 

' The first sentence speaks of the actual pulling down of the works 
of the prophets, while the second only relates that Alkimos began to 
pull them down. It is manifest that both statements cannot be main- 
tained next to each other. And there is no basis for the explanation 
which Grimm gives in reference to this passage, viz. that in one part 
of the wall the order of Alkimos was actually carried out, but in the 
other it was only begun. Neither is the explanation which Keil gives 
in justification of the last sentence more clear. But it rather seems 
to be a sentence added by a writer who would not admit that the order 
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ing to I Mace. iv. 48, the temple house itself, just as 
(xyiao-fxa in iv. 38, where it is said to have been built ; 
'H avX.rj t&v ayCcdv means, therefore, the fore-court of the 
temple house to which, as there were several fore-courts, is 
added t] ea-cmripa, viz. that the fore-court adjoining the 
temple house, that is the fore-court of priests, is meant 
thereby. Thus Alkimos orders the wall which surrounded 
this fore-court to be pulled down^ 

We find the same appellation for this fore-court, and also 
the division of the fore-courts into two parts, in the vision 
of Ezekiel about the future temple; for in xliv. 17: 

nnui n''D''3Dn ixnn nya'a cimK'3 im an^bv ; and in xliv. 19 : 
non lE'N Dnnn nx idcs^ Dj?n ba n^iv'-nn ivnn i^N Dnxxni 
Dnnna nvn nx itrip sh ti-npn nwK'b nnw in^jm co QTne'O; 
we find expressly mentioned next to each other, the inner 
fore-court as the office of the priests, and the exterior 
one as the place where the people sojourned during the 
sacrificial service. We have further to bear in mind that 
in LXX in Ezek. xliv. 18 the inner fore-court is called 
ri avArj fj iaaTepa, viz. by exactly the same words as in i Mace, 
ix. 54. It is also called in Ezek. xlii. 13, 14, xlvi. 19, 20 
^np, and surrounded by a wall, which can only have been 
a low one, as it is called iij in xlii. 7, 10, 12. It is this 
wall which Alkimos ordered to be pulled down, as it 
formed a barrier between the priests and the people, and 
he desired, in all probability, that the latter should be 
nearer the altar and the sacrificial service. It is not stated 
that this wall was again put up, and the people certainly 

had been actually carried out, and he also interpolated interruptingly in 
verse 55 between the two punishments which Alkimos suffered ; Kal 
iv(iroSio6rj to ipya aiiTOv, 

' That is also the explanation of Keil in reference to this passage, 
p. 162. The objections raised by Schiirer, Geschichte, I, p. 176, note 5, 
cannot be persuasive against the simple text. He identiiies rj avKij fi 
iawT^pa with the designation given only by Josephus to the second 
surrounding wall of the temple, ^ evSov aiXi^, which is certainly without 
any foundation. 

VOL. X. 3 B 
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wished to be allowed to enter further. The barrier did 
therefore not exist for a long time, and was only built 
by King Alexander Jannai. This Josephus states in 
Antiquit., XIII, 13, 5: hpxxpaKTov 6e ^vXivov irepl rbv jSoiixdv 
Kal rdv vabv ^akkofxevos jJ-exP'- ''"^ OpiyKOV, els bv fxavois f^rjv 
lepevcTLv ela-iivai. It was a wooden one, but Herod built 
one of stone {Bellum, V, 5, 6). That it is identical with 
the one built by Alexander is also proved by the descrip- 
tion given here: Ti€pie(TTe<f>e be tov re vabv Koi rbv ^(i)p,bv 
efiXidov TL Koi ^apUv yeicnov ocrov irrixvalov v\p^os, bieXpyev 
e^oiTepo) TOV brjpLov airb tQv lepeu>v. These details show us 
at the same time that the temple of Zerubbabel was like 
the one sketched out by Ezekiel in those points into which 
we have inquired, simply because they both took as a model 
the building which existed before the exile ^. From the fact 
that no mention whatever of a fore-court of women in the 
sanctuary is made by Ezekiel in the course of his detailed 
description of every particular, we may conclude that there 
was no fore-court for women in the temple of Zerubbabel, 
nor, in all probability, in that of Herod ^. 

In dealing with this question the description of the 
temple of Solomon which we find in Josephus (Antiquit., 
VIII, 3, 9) deserves our notice. For it contains among 
other things the following : " On the outside of the wall of 
the fore-court of priests (which he describes almost with 
the same words as those built by Alexander Jannai and 
Herod, irepU^aXe be tov vaov kvkAw yeiaiov els Tpels tt^x^'^ 
avayayoiv Tb v\jfos, etp^ovTa ptev tovs itoXXovs tijs els to lepov 
elaobov, p,6vois 8^ aveip,ejn}v avTrjV tois iepevai (rrmavovvTa) 
Solomon built a sanctuaiy in the form of a quadrangle, 
erecting large and wide halls and opening high gates, 
each of which was directed towards one of the cardinal 

' See Smend, Ezechiel, p. 317, and Cornill, Esechiel, p. 453. 

" The Mishna, Middoth, II, 5, recognizes, indeed, the four chambers of the 
fore-court of women in those described by Ezekiel in xlvi. 21 ; but if we 
consider the position and designation of the chambers as given here, we 
shall see that they differ from those of the fore-court. See also Kamehi in 
reference to this passage. 
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points of the world, and closed by golden doors. All 
of the people entered this sanctuary, around which 
was the third sanctuary, which was surrounded by 
double halls." If we consider the plan and form of the 
fore-court, as described here, we shall soon see that they 
exactly agree with Ezek. xl. 47. It also contains the 
number and position of the gates as given in Ezek. xl. 
20-31, and the porches along the wall of the fore-court^ as 
given in Ezek. xlii. 6, which Josephus mentions as also 
belonging to the temple of Zerubbabel {Antiquit, XI, 4, 7 ^), 
and consequently also to that of Herod {Bdlum, V, 5, 2). 
Josephus further mentions, as we have already pointed out 
in the temple of Solomon, the low waU around the temple 
house and the altar which we found in Ezekiel, the First 
Book of Maccabees, and in connexion with the King 
Alexander Jannai. In all these details the accounts agree, 
and hence we may conclude that the description of the temple 
of Solomon may have been taken from the vision of Ezekiel, 
or rather the second temple of Zerubbabel, nay, perhaps — 
as might be inferred from the double halls being men- 
tioned around the extreme fore-court, but does not seem 
probable, as only four gates are given — from that of 

^ Of this hall within the inner fore-court of the temple of Solomon, 
which Josephus also mentions in Antiquit, XV, 11, 3, and BeUum, V, 5, i, 
Eupolemos too speaks in Eusebius, Pra^aratio Bvangelica, IX, 34, 250 c ; 
but he places it on the northern site, while Josephus locates it in the 
east; comp. Freudenthal, Hellenistische Studien, I, p. 118. But in AntiquM., 
VIII, 3, 9, halls on all sides of the wall are ascribed to Salomo. 

^ For Josephus states : " The priests and Levites placed gate-keepers at 
each gate according to the Mosaic law, for the Jews had erected rds iv 
Kv«\^ Tov vaov arods tov evSo6ev Upov." First of all it must be said that 
the three last words are a useless addition of Josephus himself to what 
he copied ; it is conspicuous by the very expression which Josephus 
alone uses for the designation of the fore-court. We have also to con- 
sider that the connexion between the porches and the door-keepers 
is not clear, as these had their places outside the fore-court {Middoth, I, i). 
But if we bear in mind the chambers which were formed by the porches 
(see SuUey, The Temple of Ezekiel's prophecy, pp. 26 and 31) and the doors 
of which went outside {Middoth, I, 5, 7) the account becomes partly 
intelligible. 

3 B 2 
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Herod, and transferred to that of Solomon. But even 
here, though the fore-courts are clearly described, nothing 
is said which would point to the existence of a separate 
fore-court for women. For in none of the descriptions 
which we have hitherto examined are women even men- 
tioned, and they are directly excluded by the statement 
in the description of the temple of Solomon, viz. that all 
of the people entered the second sanctuary ; for women, 
as Josephus clearly points out in other places, were not 
allowed to enter this fore-court, and this was certainly 
also the case at the time before Herod. At the end of our 
inquiry into the development of the fore-coui'ts we thus 
come to the conclusion that there was in the temple of 
Herod no separate fore-court for women to worship in. 
The one which is desciibed by Josephus in Bellum, V, 
5, 2, must therefore have come into existence in the time 
after Herod. 

(e) On the History of the Temple Gates. 

And still another inquiry, which we have to make 
entirely apart from this, is likely to confirm our proposition 
about the date of the origin of the fore-court of women. 
We have to deal with the question when the gates of the 
temple took the form in which they are described by 
Josephus in connexion with the fore-court of women. 
But it must be stated at once that other alterations also in 
the sanctuary took place in the time after Herod. For 
several accounts indicate that its gates underwent a great 
transformation long after King Herod had consecrated 
the temple. For Josephus tells us in Bellum, V, 5, 3, that 
nine of the ten gates which were in the inner fore-court 
were overlaid with gold and silver, and that these mag- 
nificent metal dressings were presented by the Alabarch 
Alexander, the father of the procurator of Judaea, Tiberius. 
Josephus does not state when this donation was given, but 
from other accounts, which he gives elsewhere of Alexander, 
we might draw a chronological conclusion. He relates in 
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Antiquit, XIX, 5, i, that the Emperor Claudius, when he 
came on the throne, in the year 41, delivered Alexander 
from prison, to which he had been sent by Caligula. 
Gratz^ points out that Alexander must have been in 
the year 30 already a grown-up man, as his son Marcus 
was betrothed by Agrippa I, who died in 44, to his 
(Agrippa's) daughter {Antiquit, XIX, 5, i), and Marcus 
must have been at that time at least twenty years old. It 
has to be added that the latter died soon after, and 
Agrippa I married his daughter to his brother Herod II ; 
her betrothal to Marcus must therefore have taken place 
one or two years before. Moreover, as Alexander is men- 
tioned by Josephus as an old friend of Claudius, and as 
the advocate of his mother, we shall be probably right in 
supposing that both were of the same age, and as Claudius 
was born in the year 10 B. 0., Alexander must have been 
born about the same time. He was rich ^ ; for he provided 
Agrippa, who later became king, when he journeyed to 
Rome in 36 without any means, with money (Bdlum,, V, 
6, 3), and he was therefore in a position to give a large 
donation to the temple in Jerusalem. But when was this ? 
But even if we presume, as we have just stated, 
Alexander to have been born in the year 10, or, at the 
utmost, to have been seventy-one years old in the year 41, 
viz. to have been born in the year 30 before Christ, he 
cannot have given his donation of gold to the temple in 
Jerusalem for the building under Herod ; for its building 
began in the year 20/ j 9 before Christ, and its consecration 
took place ^ in 12/11 ; hence Alexander was then a child. 
Neither the reign of Archelaus (4 before Christ till 6 after 
Christ), nor that of the Roman procurators (6-41), supplies 
an occasion on which the Alabarch of Alexandria may have 
been induced to have the gates of the inner fore-court 



rift, 1876, p. 316. 

^ Antiquit., XX, 5, 2 : 'AKaffapx^<f<i^vTOi iv 'A\e(avSpiii} yivti re koI ir\oiJT^ 
vptyrdaavrot rSiv luti «a0' a{iT6v. 
^ Antiquit., XV, 11, 5, 6. See Schurer, QeschuMe, I, p. 301, note 13. 
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covered with gold. For the avarice of the procurators did 
not admit of such an idea. The age of Alexander, as well as 
the change of his fate when Claudius became emperor, and 
his relation to Agrippa I, who was appointed King of 
Judaea by the same Claudius, point to the year 41 as the 
most probable date for his large donation. For at that 
time he was delivered from prison, the Jews of Alex- 
andria recovered their rights, and those of Palestine 
were relieved of the terrible oppression from which they 
were suffering under Caligula, and Alexander became 
related to Agrippa I by betrothal. The gilding of the 
temple gates may have been a thank-offering to God for the 
liberty which he had gained personally, as well as that of 
all the Jews. But how did the gates look up to that time ? 
We are certain that Herod did not plate them with gold 
and silver at the time when he built the temple. This 
is evident both from what Josephus tells us about the 
gift of Alexander, and not less from the fact that 
Nicolaus of Damascus says nothing at all on the point. 
For he describes especially and rather exuberantly ( J. Tii'ig'm^., 
XV, II, 5) the splendour and magnificence of the gates of 
the temple house, in order to glorify the king, and he 
would certainly not have omitted to relate the same of the 
gates of the wall of the fore-court if there had been an 
occasion to do so. 

Let us assume that the account of Josephus, viz. that 
Alexander gUded nine out of the ten gates, is to be taken 
in a strictly literal sense. It then follows that Alexander 
only adorned the nine exterior gates of the surrounding wall 
and of the fore-court of women, but that he left unaltered 
the eastern gate of the surrounding wall, or that a tenth gate 
was not yet in existence, or that one of the ten, having been 
already overlaid with a precious coat by somebody else, the 
gilding by Alexander was rendered superfluous. The Mishna 
{Middoth, II, 3) states : ant h^ rwrb une'J dt? vnB> onjiE'n ijj 

all gates of the temple were transformed into golden ones, 
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with the exception of the Nicanor gate, as a miracle 
had happened to it or, as others say, because its brass 
glittered like gold. In this statement the Nicanor gate 
is supposed to exist, viz. plated with brass, when the others 
were being gilded. But even this was not due to Herod, 
but was likewise a donation of a man named Nicanor, 
and not otherwise known ; hence it may have come into 
existence between la and 11 before Christ, in the year 
when the temple was consecrated by Herod, and at the 
time when Alexander ordered the other gates to be gilded^. 
In order to fix the time more definitely the same points 
have to be considered as were conclusive in regard to the 
donation of Alexander, with which we have dealt above. 
We may therefore suppose with good reason that the 
donation of Nicanor was prompted by the same feelings of 
gratitude for the regained religious and national liberty as 
that of Alexander, viz. that it was given after the year 41 ^. 
And another circumstance favours this supposition. In the 
Mishna [Joma, III, 10) there is an account^ which has by 
chance come down to us, about several donations dedicated 
to the temple in Jerusalem, amongst them about that of 
Nicanor. And this takes us to the same period as the 
former considerations. Here it is related of Queen Helena, 
anf b^ sbo nriK'j? Nin sixi, ^nt b^ inns bv anr b^ n^-\2i nnc^; 
iT'i'V naina hdid ntnac', that she dedicated these ornamenta- 
tions of gold to the sanctuary; of Monobaz, ^3 nnj? n%T 
ant b^ Dniann di* b& O'b^n nns that he had the handles 
of all the utensils which were used on the day of atonement 

' Gratz, in Monatsschri/t, 1881, p. 204, asserts that it was built at the 
time when Herod built the temple, and that Nicanor was Alabaroh in 
Alexandria ; but I can detect nothing that points to this. 

^ From the accounts of the Talmud about Nicanor it is evident that 
he resided in Palestine. For it is stated in Joma, 38 a, in a Baraitha : 
ansn bte «m3D3'>«D nirtn tvyrfy Topj ■j'^nw nns vnirti'; lawa d'd: no 
nniB h^v:m vte fos im'ina. Here the verb •rtrroa and the corresponding 
inTim can only refer to one residing in Judaea. It is true that both 
expressions are omitted in j. Joma, III, 41 a, and Tos. Joma, III, 4, only 
gives }«'ia n'niCD, but this also indicates Palestine. 
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gilded ; and of ben-Gamala, probably identical with the 
high-priest of thfe years 6^-65 ^, that he presented a golden 
urn, in which to cast lots of the two bucks on the day 
of atonement. Here a number of donations, given to 
the temple at' the same time or within a short period, 
are placed together, and they show that then the liberality 
and magnanimity of the rich evinced itself in providing 
the sanctuary with vessels and ornamentations of gold. 
Within the same series we find the gift of Nicanor ; 
it may therefore belong to the same period as that of 
Queen Helena, who was in Jerusalem between 44-48 ^, and 
this is confirmed by the above considerations. 

Now if the Alabarch Alexander, as Josephus informs us, 
plated nine gates of the fore-courts with gold, the fore-court 
of women, without which there were only seven, must needs 
then already have been in existence. This contradicts, 
however, the result which we got above, viz. that the 
establishment of the fore-court of women was due to the 
presence of Queen Helena in Jerusalem during the years 
44-48. For we have assumed Alexander's donation to 
have been given soon after the year 41. But let us bear 
in mind that I only endeavoured to prove and define the 
limit of time within which Alexander may have made his 
gift, viz. not before the year 41, that on the other side 
the limit below is only drawn by the year 70 or by the yeai- 
in which Alexander died, which is not known and was 
probably earlier than 70. Thus we have no difficulty in 
fixing the gilding of the gates, after the fore-court of women 
had been established, between 44 and 48. But it is also pos- 
sible that Alexander only gilded the gates of the surrounding 
wall, of which alone the Mishna seems to speak, and that 
the fore-court of women did not yet exist, viz. between 4 1 
and 44 ; when this fore-couii was established soon after- 
wards its gates received the same decoration probably out 

' Antiqidt., XX, 5, a ; 2, 5. See Gratz, Geschichte, III, p. 785 ; Schurer, I, 
p. 474, note 8. 

- See Schurer, II, p. 171, note 559. 
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of the treasure of the temple ^, and Josephus, who had been 
told that the gates of the inner fore-court owed their 
gilding to Alexander, took the tradition to refer to all the 
gates which stood plated with gold at his time. I shall be 
told that nowhere can be found a trace of the great works 
in the temple which are here mentioned, and that the 
Mishna only speaks of small vessels in the sanctuary 
being transformed. But then I have to point out what 
Josephus states (Antiquit., XX, 9, 7) that there were in the 
year 63/64, after the temple had been completed, 18,000 
workmen without employment. Even if this large number 
be reduced to one tenth, it still follows that in the year 
named great works were carried out in the temple, in which 
several hundred men were employed. Josephus further 
states that the King Agrippa II had been requested to 
rebuild the eastern hall, which stood unaltered from the 
time of Solomon^, and in all probability did not correspond 
with the splendour of those built by Herod, It follows 
from this too that Agrippa, to whom the Emperor Claudius 
had entrusted the superintendence of the sanctuary, had 

' In BeUum, V, 5, i, Josephus states that for the great works which 
were undertaken, in order to enlarge the temple mount the whole holy 
treasure was used, which consisted of donations coming from every part 
of the world, and in Antiquit., XX, 9, 7, he tells us that the treasure 
of the temple, which they would not preserve from fear of the Romans, 
was used for building out the temple. See also j. Shekal., IV, 48 a. 

^ Josephus says : f) <rTod rod €(ai$ev Upov . . . €pyov SoXo/uovos rod 0a<n\iais 
vpSiTov, by which, according to his own proper designation {Bdlum, IV, 
5, I ; VI, 2, 7 ; 4, 4, 5 ; 5, 2 ; 6, 2), the porch on the border of the temple 
mount is meant. In BeUum, V, 5, i, and Antiquit., XV, 11,3, only the 
eastern porch which was before the temple house is given by him as 
the work of Solomon, and absolutely nothing is said about any other ; 
see above, p. 2 a. In Antiquit., VIII, 3, 9, it is, indeed, stated that King 
Solomon erected porches also ai-ound the temple mount. But this descrip- 
tion cannot be taken into our consideration, because here, halls around 
the whole temple as well as around the temple mount are ascribed 
to King Solomon ; and this is contradicted by the definite statement in 
BeUum, V, 5, I, and Antiquit., XV, 11, 3, and can only refer to the second 
temple. It is manifest that here in Antiquit., XX, 9, 7, the two porches 
are mistaken for each other. See also Spiess, Das Jerusalem des Josephus, 
p. 59, and the commentaries to Johannes, 10, 23. 
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occupied himself till then also with the buildings of the 
temple itself. This is also proved by the account (Bellum, 
V, I, 5; Antiquit., XV, ii, 3) that the people and the 
pi^iests had decided to support the temple from below and 
to heighten it by twenty yards, and that Agrippa procured 
with great diflficulty and costs timber from Lebanon for 
that purpose. We thus see that Agrippa II had much to 
do with temple building, and employed for this purpose 
a large number of working-men. This attention which he 
devoted to the sanctuary, and which made him undoubtedly 
popular, was closely connected with the superintendence of 
the temple committed to him by the emperor ; hence the 
beginning of his buildings is to be fixed immediately after 
he had received the dignity. This in all probability 
happened in the year 50^ and lasted up to the yeai" 66, 
when he was interrupted in his enterprises by the revolu- 
tion which broke out. About this time the fore-court of 
women may, amongst others, have been transformed, as is 
described in the Mishna and Baraitha, but the fore-court 
itself must have already existed for several yeai"s, viz. as 
we have shown above, since Queen Helena stayed in 
Jerusalem. In any case it is evident that many a building 
was erected on the mount of the sanctuary within the last 
decades before the destruction of the temple, and our con- 
clusion that the fore-court of women also belonged to these 
buildings is hereby confirmed. We may add in conclusion 
that R. Eleasar ben Zadok (Tos. Kelim, 3, II, 3), who wit- 
nessed the proceedings in Jerusalem shortly before the 
year 70, speaks of large works on the temple mount in 
a sentence which deals with the Levitical precepts of puri- 
fication. He says: patjn'' D''JiDiN \rxhv^ n''3n -ina vn niNDJib 
HNDID D1K>D D''D3n DH^ IK'n N^ CJ^Nn HN psn ; "there were 
on the temple mount beams on which workmen were 
sitting polishing stones." (See Tos. Sabb., XIII, 2, and Gratz 
in Monatsschrift, 1877, p. 85 ff.) 

Adolf BUchlek. 

' Antiguit., XX, 5, 2 ; Bellum, II, 12, i. See Schurer, I, p. 491, note 5. 



